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FINE-SCALE ANALYSIS -- BULL TROUT HABITAT FINDINGS AND FUTURE OPTIONS

Projected Habitat
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= Bulltrout ideal for analysis: listed under ESA L shows majority of Forest “moderate” to “high” vulnerability using categorical

(1997) requires managing agencies to monitor indicators for Water Values, Sensitivity, Exposurem,
3 ‘ |

population trends. watersheds, show highest rating: mid Columbia ringin J,
= Specific to coldwater habitats (<17.5 C) occur (temperature vulnerability), and upper NFJD,Righer elgmti 1

ter influenceim

\g@vatersheds, Jk

s B0 TS
- G0 e
s,

M 7
tElood
4 ‘,.u .j.;.‘ it '
e a [DOR 19N )

in remote high elevation areas-making (water supply vulnerability).
monitoring logistics ditficult. Bullrout Habitat » BULL TROUT habitat modeling shows curtén

= Bulltrout pop. on the Umatilla NF may Bl
experience greater losses; they are on the edge
of the species’ bioclimatic envelope (driest,
hottest, low elevation) (Rieman et al, 2007).

buffer climate impacts. S "
» INCREASE RESILIENCE Use existing progtams foj
measures include “Best Management PracticdeZ4BNIPsy,
Emergency Response Plan (FERM), land allocatig
areas as refugia)
= ACTIVELY RESTORE Evaluate restoration priorities and activities, address
vulnerable infrastructure, passage barriers, riparian conditions.

= IMPROVE COORDINATION Forests are critical source of water and habitat,
but resource availability and conditions are changing, more uncertainty.

Results:

= Current juvenile bulltrout distribution and
spawning ground data were collected within 3
ESU units: John Day, Tucannon (Snake River and
Washington recovery unit), and the Umatilla-
Walla Walla recovery unit). 333 stream
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metrics used: Water diversion, Wildfire,
Groundwater, Cumulative Drainage, Slope,
Mean Elevation

restoration strategies. Engage with communities in adaptation strategies.
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